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me ,hod of making aclona, population of CTL; Group .V, Cairn 45, drawn to alibrary 
clones; Group V, claim 46, drawn to a therapeutic system comprismg a means to determine HLA 
Cass and a library of CTL clones; Group VI, c.aims 47 and 48, drawn to a method of making a 
CTL by introducing a genetic construct encoding a TCR of a CTL into a CTL or CTL precursor 
and CTL made by the method; and Group VII, claim 49, drawn to a method of treating 
by administering the CTL of Group VI. 

In response, applicant elects Group II, elaims 1-18, with traverse. 

Under PCT Rule 13.1, c.atms relate to a single general inventive concept if they have the 

in section 3 of the Office Action mailed August 26, 1999, al, of the claims possess a 
correspond speca. techmeal feature. The speca, techmca, feature of a,l of the claims ,s an 
allorestricted CTL (see specification of source and reactivity of the claimed CTL in claims 1,20, 
45-all of the remaining claims depend from these claims). 

The Office Action states (page 3) that the techmeal feature linking the claims is no. a 
special technical feature within the meaning of PCT Rule ! 3. 2 because thetechnical feature 
(CTL lymphocyte) does not define a contribution over the art. This is not the case. The present 
claims require an allorestricted CTL lymphocyte. Such an allorestricted CTL lymphocyte is not 

oftheclaims does define a contribution over the art, it constitutes a special techmca, feature 
according to PCT Rule 13.2. Thus, the claims al. relate to a smgle inventive concept (PCT Rule 
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13.1). Accordingly, restriction of the present claims is improper. Applicant respectfully request 

withdrawal of the restriction requirement and examination of all of the clatms. 

2 The o ffi ceAction a ,sorequ,rede,ection„faspec 1 esinc,aims.-46and49(Grou P sl.V 

^Vll) Applicant notes that ttrsnotclear what parts of the claims are considered species and 
so ,t is not clear what is to be elected. However, in an effort to comply, applicant elects for 
examination haematological malignancies with antigen WT1 and GATA 1, with traverse. 
Favorable consideration of claims .-18 and 20-49 is earnestly solicited. 
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